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general neuritis. It was several months before he recovered.
In another case the symptoms were less severe, but most marked
as connected with nerve disturbance from the very commence-
ment. He was in attendance on several bad cases of influenza in
the winter of 1892, when he began to have numbness and weak-
ness of his legs; in two days he could not stand. He was obliged
to take to his bed, was carefully watched, and never had a
rise of temperature or any other symptom, except a tendency
to syncope. After several weeks he recovered, having for a
long time all the symptoms of ataxia. The tendency to syn-
cope at the beginning of the disorder is not at all uncommon,
and several fatal cases have been recorded. It seems indeed
as if some poison was acting on the upper part of the spinal
cord and so affected the vagus nerve. One patient was recom-
mended after three months’ illness to go into the country to
complete his convalescence from the effects of influenza. He
answered that when after three days’ illness he could

scarcely walk from weakness and pains in his legs he was
ordered to bed, and now after three months he was ordered
to go out when his symptoms were exactly the same in
every particular as at the beginning. Another patient, who
was rather suddenly seized with weakness of the legs
and was told six weeks afterwards that it was the
result of influenza, declared that he had had no other
inftuenza but that, and was somewhat angry with a medical
man who told him he must have had febrile symptoms ; they
might have existed without his knowledge or been over-
looked ; but assuredly he must have had something prior to
the nerve trouble. To some minds it seems difficult to make
dear that these nerve symptoms can occur without a previous
febrile state.

All the facts of influenza seem to me to point to its nervous
origin. In very many cases there is an associated fever or
pulmonary inflammation, but in others the symptoms seem
puely of a nervous kind. I think therefore the word

"sequel2a," as applied to the essential nerve symptoms, is
misleading. Dr. Gowers may disagree with me as to my
opinion of the nature of the complaint, but more probably
may not differ much from my views, and explain that the
word "sequel&aelig; " is used by him in a more general sense than
my definition allows. It refers, he may say, to the fact of
the long continuance of the symptoms and even to their

development as the case progresses-for example, that a
neuritis of three months’ standing may be called a "sequel," 

"

although it commenced the illness. A very large number of
cases will be required to afford a good report on infiuenza,
and the subject must be further discussed from the point of
view I have been taking.

I am, Sirs, yours truly,
Grosvenor.street, W., July 18th, 1893. SAMUEL WILKS.SAMUEL WILKS.

"EXAMINERS AT THE COLLEGE OF
SURGEONS."

To the Editors of THE LANCET.

SiBS,-lnan annotation on " Examiners at the College of
Surgeons" in THE LANCET of July 15th a covert insinuation
of political dishonesty is made against myself and Mr. Mayo
Robson for voting against a motion proposed by Mr. Willett
and seconded by Mr. Tweedy : " That in the opinion of this
- council it is desirable that no one who has been elected a
member of the Court of Examiners should at the expiration
of his period of office be eligible for immediate re-election,
but that this resolution shall not apply to the existing
members of the Court of Examiners." This resolution, which
deals with a matter of detail, is magnified into a cardinal
point of reform, and the writer, after mentioning the names
of those who voted for and against the resolution, confesses
"to some surprise at finding the vice-president of the
Association of Fellows (myself) "and one of the specially
selected candidates of the Association at the last election "

(Mr. Mayo Robson) "giving an adverse vote." " A recom-
mendation of the Association in 1884 of a similar kind to
Mr. Willett’s motion, but passed as an amendment to the
Charter, is quoted at the end of the article.
Permit me to say that in 1884 I did not belong to the

Association or take any part in its proceedings, but during
the last five years I have been an active member of this body
and identified with its policy. During that period the com-
mittee of the Association has carefully abstained from
formulating any suggestion in regard to the vexed ques-
tion of examinerships, directing its energies to the primary

point of all reform at the College so fa.r as the Fellows are
concerned&mdash;viz., to secure for the Fellows a consultative
voice in the affairs of the College and a position akin to that
occupied by the Fellows of the Royal College of Physicians.
To this policy all adhere, but considerable difference of opinion
would probably be shown in regard to the relation of
examiners to the council. On this subject everyone is free
to think, speak and vote as his judgment dictates, so that
any suggestion that I have departed by a single hair’s breadth
from any professed principles falls at once to the ground.
And now a few words in regard to the substance of Mr.
Willett’s motion. It will probably be conceded that the first
duty of councillors at the College is to administer faithfully
the affairs of the institution in accordance with the pro-
visions of the charters and by-laws as they stand. The
Charter provides that every Fellow of the College who shall
be elected to the office of examiner shall go out of office at
the end of five years from the day of his election, but that
it shall be lawful for the council of the said College imme-
diately to re-elect such person to the said office. The retiring
examiner is declared by the Charter to be eligible for imme-
diate re-election. Mr. Willett’s motion would have declared
him to be ineligible and to my mind is directly at variance
with the Charter. The motion, if carried, would have been
inoperative ; and I declined, and always shall decline, to vote
for motions contrary to existing charters and by-laws, and
motions which would be futile and inoperative. If the reso-
lution had affirmed the expediency of amending the Charter
in this particular it would have stood upon a different footing,
but even then the question of continuity or non-continuity of
examinerships is by no means so simple as it appears. There
is much to be said on both sides of the question.

I am, Sirs, yours truly,
Wimpole-street. July 18th, 1893. WALTER RIVINGTON.

** We need hardly disclaim any intention of making an "in-
sinuation of political dishonesty " against Mr. Rivington or
any of those gentlemen who voted with him. The names were

obtained byus through the ordinary channel of official informa-
tion. We approved the purport of Mr. Willett’s resolution as
being in accordance with the opinions advocated by THE LANCET
for more than half a century. The precise subject under
discussion has frequently been considered by THE LANCET
during the last twenty-five years, and more particularly in
the years 1870-73 and again in the years 1883-84. We take
this opportunity of stating that TIiE LANCET is in no sense
the special advocate of the Association of Fellows of the
Royal College of Surgeons, or of any other body. Since the
Association was formed nine years ago THE LANCET has

given it a steady general support, because the Association had
adopted and pursued a policy of reform which had for so
many years previously been persistently advocated by THE
LANCET. But in this as in all other matters THE LANCET
will continue to maintain its right to free and independent
action.&mdash;ED. L.

WALTEH RIVINGTON.

SURGEON-MAJOR KING AND THE USE
OF VARIOLOUS LYMPH.

To the Editors of THE LANCET.

SIRs,-Mr. Russell’s answer in the House on July 3rd to
Sir William Wedderburn’s question (for Mr. Hopwood) as
to whether Surgeon-Major King had been punished for

vaccinating with lymph (variolous or small-pox), or small-pox,
in fact, inoculated into the cow and thence taken to vaccinate
human beings ? opens up a question in vaccination, as carried
on in India, of the greatest importance to the future of this
great prophylactic in that vast country, and I can only hope
that some member of our profession in the House will call for
full particulars regarding this case. You may remember that
about thirteen years ago you kindly published in THE LANCET
particulars of an experiment I carried on at Meerut, N.W.P.,
India, to test the possibility of Dr. Badcock’s experiments, by
which he seemed to have produced artificial vaccinia in the
cow by means of variolous inoculation from the human
subject. My experiments at first seemed to hold out hopes
of success, but as I continued them and with the greatest
care avoided all possibility of vaccine lymph being used
(which cannot b0 said for Dr. Badcock’s experiments), I


